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Divisive Debats in Sight 

be Judiciary Committee is , 
reported to be headed toward] 
a divisive debate over making 
the I.K.S. audit report public. 


Experts Called in 

There is no regular standing 
committee that i.R.s. uses to 
evaluate historical papers, but 


Outside Appraisers of I.R.S. 
Find Pre-1969 Records 
Not Worth 76,000 

N YTitrm-^U^Ll 1974 


i . A Democratic member the i it is standar dpractice for the 
^committee said that he had j office to cal lo noutside experts 
; been told by a Republican! as needed, to help with valua’ 

| memDer that Internal Revenue! tion' problems. - a '. 

iwould oppose making the re-1 The I3t S art 

(port public on the ground that! raittee establishes ” A?* 

1 President Nixon, like any tax- 1 eariv iQfi/Z t ? b ' Ished ' )n -the 
payer, was entitled to have his! 3 ^ ^ dis- 

tax return kept confidential. and f he , agency 

Burke W. Willsey, assistant: of work^/ J vaiuat!0ns 

to - the I.R.S. Commissioner,; , 01 art ; 

Donald C. Alexander, said, ho-w-Lv * l£ !a s tbe serv ice said 
ever, that the agency was not; at ' i58 y could not say how 
taking sides in the disonte He! ? orr >mon it was then or is now! 
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SprcliU to The N>w York Tiroes 

WASHINGTON, July 15 — ! taking sides in the dispute. He ! 5 0rl 

SfliH that tho T P ^ fvarl - nnn_ 1 


!_,» _ 10 — , taiang sices m me dispute. tie, f VVQ:i ^ i 

Ine Internal. Revenue Service said that the I.R.S. had con-: ;? r a taxpayer to claim twice! 
(as part of its audit of P~c;’i fined itself to “pointing to the that the agency’s ex- 
tent Nixon’s tax *i regulations."’ . ; perts. subsequently established. 

'Ployed indeL^lZ ' - The regulation to which he, ! ™'»i“ ■ 

Iwho va ued m M- said the. agency had pointed^ 

wno valued Mr. Nixon’s ore- section SOI .fiiftt mui nmnn.. 


While Internal Revenue found 

(who vah^Zw^xT- a *' i f aisers ’ ^ the agency had pointed, that Mr. Nixon himself had not 
who valued Mr. Nixon’s pre-i section 301.6103 (D)-l„ provides committed fraud in handling 
[Presidential papers at less than, 1 that "any relevant or useful his tax returns, the agency 
half the $576,000 claimed by! inflation” that has been referred to the special prcsecu- 
the President’s owi* axttoaisJ i P roper lr' obtained . by. .a.. Comi ”£:,.. Leo * Jaworski, the pos- 
. ' This 'I gressional committee “may bej ability that others had done 

submitted by the committee 
. obtaining • it to the Senate or 
™ Mr,. 'Silafe-'iifi the House or to both " 

nri- . ... 


SO. 


, Among those named by the 
! agency as possible participants 


1 nuuic ur lo Doin. i 7 ° — J participants 

(Which ffifi iloutt m JiMUciaryi The argument that Mr. Nixon: i? a . fraudulent .scheme on the 
.'Committee has* copies It is! entitled-, to some degree ot-f "es^ent’s behalf were Mr. 
debating whether to make ;h«n privacy for his tax returns is; , th f appraiser, two of 

public ner to make them, nonetheless expected to be Mr. Nixon’s lawyers, Frank De- 


public. 

According to committee! Judiciary Committee, 
sources, the audit report also; Charge Disrespect 
contains other previously un- tk , ■ 
published mfrvr ■ * i . Those who take the opDosite 
ter <0ncem ‘ view are “fiected to arguethat 

mgr arecw. that the I.R.S. ioiind; Mr. Nixon has fostered dis- 
may tax returns, as originally; ^pect for the Rfesidemcy by 
Sted, for the years 1969 through tbe s ', ze of his underpayments, 
1972. • , ® n£ i the large number of dff-i 

•f-.JQte fact that --the asencv- J?i tBnt ^ ■ that were dis- 

found the ore-Pre^rZT 9 y * ?l ioweQ : Thls ’ ln ’tself, could 
nt3ii ?a '' an “Peachable offense in 
pm gsea% --^werval ued didmot, the eyes of committee members 
anect amount of additional! 'vb-o take a broad view of what 
tas- Mr., Nixon was 1 called; bon*titutes such an offense, 
upon to 
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that Me. 
for th*j 

to n *4 
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made by some members of the! ^ r ' and ^rbertW. Kalm- 

Judiciary Committee. ! bach, and two former members 

ot the \Nhite House staff, John 
D. Ehrllchman and Edward 1 l 
Morgan. 

It had been assumed previ- 
«ously that the only issue of 
possible fraud that would- be- 
'examined related to the issue 
if^the date on which Mr. Nix- 
Jb’s gift of papers to the Na- 
aonai Archives was actually i 
, made. ~ ’■ 

; f Although I.R.S, closed its 
j|Jaudit on Mr; Nixon’s returns 

!|;Without finding that he had 

The Internal Revenue Serv- fraud-, there i& no 

iee found that Mr. Nixon under- legal . bar t0 an attempt bv the 
paid his taxes by more than b rosecutor to bring a » 

5460,000 during his first four f J aud charge against the Presi- 
( years in office and assessed r en£ - This, is particuiariy true 

hfm a ^ ^ _ o€C3US^ r* *t 


,fiS to , a 5 P er cent Denaity for be ^ usi . Commissioner Aiex- 
negligence’’ in the preparation -;f n ,» r ’ m turnm g over the case 
'^SESJSSSaate of his tax returns.. Under the (1° Mr Jaworski. admitted that 
/Tax Laws, a ne^lippnro ! rte closed the case despite 


Continued ??eia. 

tionai Archives w« disalowed 
ton the groun dthat it had 
(been made before Co 
! changed the law to 
such deductions.' 

The Interna! Revenue au 
reportt, according to a cai».i 
mittee source, goes into considH 
erabie detail about the lack of! of 

historical value- of many of that viw, 
aonated papers. ' ' " SS28 *»ura 

For example, Mr. Nixon’s at* 
praiser, Ralph G. Newman of 



|Tax Laws, a negligence penaitv J^ e bad 

iis^assessed whZ there has :ZZ S ° ed r V' ’’’ 

(testimony of key witnesses 

jre .knowing but not | — rrZ--. . ' 

disregard of the law; 

’er. i 

s action in obtain- 
valuation of 
P-* >’s _ pre-presidential pa- 
' S- fairly standard one. 

«fef of many items whose. 


be disputed appear: 
aa deductions on tax' returns.! 
ror^tarnple, individuals give 


. , r V w : — tiiuiviutaeus 

we’re thert art t0 mu-seums, uni- 

Z’tiifW sf«aa st" **«• 

foe ot C/XT,; rt • » . J WilOlTl ftHV ft maHo AMO Jif 
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States of Soviet Premier Nikiti] W P 0m ~? n y ? ift mad e qualifies 
S. Khnischev. The auditors: §sJ & iax deduction. Internal 
found that there only one-tenth! has a standing com- 

that many and that most con-j of experts whom it con- 

™ ssraissfci st4"j; e T" d “‘ t 

papers of many public fig- 1 ^,5 Value ° f sucn works 

u. ;n. .tiding those of former 



